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THE CHURCH AND SOCIAL CONCERNS 


Last week, the WEEKLY CRUSADER (Vol. 1, No. 37) described the basic differences between 
Communism and Christianity and the attitude of Communists toward religion of any kind. We pointed 
out, by the statements of leading Communists, how they intended to infiltrate church circles to further 
Communist causes. Earl Browder, former head of the U.S. Communist Party, said: ‘The Communist 
Party has been able to achieve successful united fronts with church groups on the most important issues 
of the day. This is not due to any compromise with religion as such on our part. In fact, by going 
among the religious masses we are, for the first time, able to bring anti-religious ideas to them.” 


THE MISSION OF THE CHURCH?? 


The evident success of this penetration is clearly spelled out in a book let entitled “Methodists 
Speak On Christian Social Concerns” published by the 1960 General Conference of The Methodist Church. 
Under the sub-head ‘Peace and World Order,” the booklet outlines the mistaken role of the church in to- 
day’s world in these words: 


“The role of the Church in today’s world situation is clear. Its task is to help 
mankind attain freedom, human rights, justice, adequate living standards, self government 
and the cooperation of all nations for the maintenance of peace.” 


All of these things are important to the Church, but are subservient to, and the natural product 
of, a sound spiritual ministry. Note that there is no cognizance expressed in the basic need for re- 
demption, a personal relationship with Christ. While the church busies itself with social problems, them- 
selves the product of spiritual bankruptcy, the spiritual needs of congregations go unfulfilled — and 
in reality, create greater social problems. The pastor of our social religious institutions has sold his 
high calling as shepherd of the flock for the secular political and social organizer. 


The truth in Earl Browder’s words, ‘““The Communist Party has been able to achieve successful 
united fronts with church groups on the most important issues of the day .. .” is evident throughout 
the book “Methodists Speak on Christian Social Concerns.’’ We will elaborate on some of these in this 
article. 


On page 6 we read: “We believe that Christian concern for the physical and spiritual welfare 
of all people will promote unselfish sharing of essential goods and the values of life which God has 





lavishly provided. Such sharing will give great impetus 
to the elimination of the basic causes of war.” 


WE CANNOT BUY FRIENDS — 
FOREIGN AID IS NOT THE ANSWER 


The premise here outlined is interesting, but it is 
not a sound one. History bears this out. It is based on 
the false notion that we can buy our enemy’s friendship. 
We cannot buy the Communist conspirators away 
from their determination to enslave this land. The na- 
ture, methods and objectives of international Com- 
munism clearly indicate that you cannot buy a Com- 
munist dictator with aid from a hated Capitalist nation. 
Such aid merely strengthens the Communist dictator 
and increases his determination to smash the capitalistic 
United States in order to place this nation behind the 
iron curtain. 


Eugene Castle, in his book “The Great Giveaway,” 
said, “In Southeast Asia our foreign aid builds libraries; 
the Communists stack these American libraries with 
Marxist books. The United States builds factories; the 
Kremlin dispatches union organizers and troublemakers 
to turn the workers against “Western Imperialism.’ The 
United States builds hospitals in remote areas; the 
Kremlin sends native nurses to inject the patients with 
Communist ideology .. .” 


Keep in mind that government spending in the 
first 158 years of our Republic’s existence included the 
cost of six major wars, and among these was expensive 
World War II. Yet the wild spenders in our nation 
have outdone this spending in merely six years. Mr. 
Castle summed it up this way: 


“For $406 billion in 158 years we fought 
and won six wars. For $433 billion in seven 
years we fought one war — in Korea, without 
victory; and we fought and are still fighting a 
Cold War that we have been losing ever since 
it began. 

**,.. Large numbers of Americans have gone 
along with the successive foreign-aid programs 
because they have been reassured by govern- 
ment paid propagandists (and duped church 
leaders, Ed.) that there is no other course open 
except that of dispersing our resources abroad.” 


These propagandists do not tell the people that this 
“foreign aid” often harms the foreigner instead of help- 
ing him. It does this by sapping the will of self-help by 
offering the foreigner easy answers to his political and 
economic dilemmas. It supplies artificial props and 
supports to the foreigner’s economy which keep it in 
a perpetual state of false expectation and dislocation. 
No, the best “aid” we as church bodies and individuals 
can offer other nations is spiritual guidance and teach- 
ing, which was the foundation of America’s phenomenal 
growth. In addition then, the under-developed nations 
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will be in position to utilize technical instruction to 
good advantage. 


WORLD LAW AND DISARMAMENT 


Page 7 urges support for the United Nations. The 
WEEKLY CRUSADER, Vol. 1, No. 36, has exploded 
this fallacy in detail. On the same page, the Methodists 
said “We support the greater use of the International 
Court of Justice and urge the United States to lead the 
way in removing restrictions which impair the Court’s 
effectiveness.” The WEEKLY CRUSADER, Vol. 1, 
No. 22 defined the World Court threat to American 
Sovereignty and outlined valid arguments against world 
rule of law. 


On page 8 of Methodists Speak on Christian Social 
Concerns, we read, “We... urge that the General Con- 
ference take the leadership in mobilizing Christian 
opinion within or connection in behalf of mutual dis- 
armament, the prohibition of nuclear testing, and the 
peaceful use of atomic energy . . . Only complete dis- 
armament, involving both nuclear and conventional 
weapons, down to the levels required for internal po- 
licing will deprive nations of the tools of war.” 


The “disarmament” and “peace” offensive is the 
main Communist Party line today. The Kremlin is not 
strong enough, nor are her subjugated peoples under 
sufficient submission to risk war at this time. Disarma- 
ment cannot become a reality as long as slave camps 
exist in the Soviet Union because the Kremlin tyrants 
will not allow policing of their land in fear that the 
slave camps will be uncovered. This fact the Methodists — 
conveniently ignore in their idealistic treatise. 


The subject of peace and disarmament has been 
more fully developed in the WEEKLY CRUSADER, ~ 
Vol. 1, Nos. 12 and 27. 


IMMIGRATION LAWS ATTACKED 


Page 15 of the Methodist’s proclamation attacks 
the controversial McCarran-Walter immigration act in 
these words: 


“The General Conference urges Methodists 
to seek through proper channels of Congress 
the thorough revision of the McCarran-Walter 
Act, with special attention to the following prin- 
ciples: 


1) The latest census instead of that of 
1920 should be used as the basis for determin- 
ing the number of visas to be allowed yearly. 


“2) The ratios of admission to this country 
should also be re-examined and revised in near- 
er harmony with our current population trends, 
our current economy and without any bias re- 
lated to race or national origin . . .” 


Our immigration law is America’s first line of de- 
fense and as such, it is constantly under attack by the 
(See “CHURCH” on Page 7) 
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ARMY HISTORIAN REVIVES 
1951 ANTI-MacARTHUR SMEAR 


Army History Explains 
MacArthur ‘Bad Guess’ 


By the Associated Press 
A new official Army history. says, in effect, that if Gen. 
Douglas MacArthur was wrong about the Red Chinese entering 
the Korean war, so were a lot of other people, including top 


IT IS AN OLD STORY 


On June 10th, the newspapers carried wire-service 
dispatches reporting the upcoming release of a new 
volume of the Army historical war series, dealing with 
the Sino-Korean War, 1950-1951. Five (5) separate 
titles are in preparation. This volume (2) is entitled 
“South to the Naktong-North to the Yalu, June-Nov. 
1950.” The volume comprises 813 pages. The dis- 
_ patches, however, were strictly limited to the final 
chapter XXXIX, “The Big Question” pp. 749-776, or 
approximately 314% of the bulk of this “opus.” This 
is an odd statistical limitation. The wire services, of 
_ course, did not make this restricted selection; they only 
_ feported what was given to them by the author, Roy E. 
Appleman, a Reserve officer who was a division his- 
torian during the war. In the final chapter of his book 
(he worked nine years on it, at the probable (?) rate 
_ of appr. 90 pages a year ), by accident or design, Apple- 
man perpetuates an old hoax (long since refuted) i.e., 
‘the anti-MacArthur “smear” of faulty intelligence, al- 
leged “surprise” in the Korean and Chinese entries into 
war and an inferential “confirmation” of all these gos- 
Sipy vagaries in the Truman-MacArthur conversations 
during their Wake Island meeting, Oct. 15/50. Nat- 
urally, the wire services and newspapers picked up the 
old theme song, though the headlines seem equally 
divided, viz: 

“Army History Explains MacArthur’s Bad 


Guess” 
(A.P. in “Evening Star” June 10/61) 


“Who was to blame for Korean War Mistakes” 
(“U.S. News & World Report” June 19/61 ) 


“History of Korean War Due: MacArthur Ab- 
solved” 
(“Hearst Papers.” June 11/61) 


“Book Says Truman Erred on Chinese” 
(U.P.I. Southern Papers. June 10/61) 


We are reproducing the Washington column, as 
the substance is generally repeated in all other news- 
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Washington officials. 


The new Korean war history says that when Gen. Mac- 
Arthur told President Truman in mid-October of 1950 that 


Chinese intervention was un- 
likely he was merely repeating 
a view held generally in Wash- 
ington. 

The Chinese did enter the 
war before the month was out. 
A prolonged debate arose about 
whether there was intelligence 
warning of the impending Chi- 
nese intervention. 

In the following year, Mr. 
Truman removed Gen. Mac- 
Arthur from command, but the 
reason did not involve the old 
argument about intelligence. 
Mr, Truman was angered over 
Gen. MacArthur's insistence 


that he be permitted to pursue}, 


the Chinese Reds’ into China 
and that his planes bomb mu- 
nitions sources across. the 
border. 


Part of a Series 


The latest account of the 
intelligence controversy is con- 
tained in a new volume of the 
Army historical series. 

Written by Roy E. Apple- 
man, a Reserve officer who was 
a division historian during the 
war, the new bonk is scheduled 
for distribution later this 
month. 

Of the conference hetween 
Mr. Truman and Gen. Mac- 
Arthur at Wake Island on Oc- 
tober 15, 1950, the book says 
that Mr. Truman asked Gen. 
MacArthur, “What are the 
chances for Chinese or Soviet 
interference?” 








According to the history the 
substance of Gen. MacArthur’s 
answer was “Very little. Had 
they interfered in the first or 
second months, it would have 
heen decisive. 

“We are no longer fearful of 
their intervention. We no 
longer stand. with hat in 
Hand... .” 


“Purely Speculative” 


The history says that “Gen. 
MacArthur has challenged the 
accuracy of the notes of the 
conversations at the Wake Is- 


land conference.” It says he 
claims that while he did say 
the chance of interference was 
very little he added that this 
opinion was purely speculative 
and represented the military 
view, whereas the question 
fundamentally was one requir- 
ing @ political decision. 

The book adds: 

“It, must be noted that Gen. 
MacArthur's opinion of the 
subject was not questioned by 
the President or any of the 
others present, who must be 
assumed to have had knowl- 
edge of the highest level of 
intelligence. . . . It would seem 
Gen. MacArthur in responding 
to the President’s question 
merely voiced the consensus 
of the highest officials from 
the seat of Government.” 


tl, Al, Mt. ln ln le. A, Ail, clin. Ain, Als, is. Bin. i. I BM 
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papers. A careful scrutiny of language reveals that the 
damaging aspects of these brief dispatches are inherent 
in direct quotes from the author, viz: 

(U.S.N. & W.R.) “... MacArthur told Tru- 
man there was ‘very little’ chance that China 
would enter the war... (and) ... MacArthur’s 
opinion appeared most decisive . . . in deter- 
mining the future course of U.N. military ac- 
Geom...” 

(U.P.1) “. . . How was it possible for the 
U.N. Command to mistake so grossly the facts in 
the situation even after it had met a considerable 
part of these Chinese forces in combat. 


“, . . The author blames not only faulty 
intelligence but high level misjudgments for 
contributing to the military catastrophe suf- 
a by the U.N. troops in the winter of 1950- 
oi. 

It is pertinent to note here that these are the “aw- 
thor’s opinions and conclusions.” He calmly sits in 
judgment on General MacArthur and his entire staff. 
What are his military qualifications, his training? 
Appleman is a graduate of Ohio State University and 
obtained an M.A. in History at Columbia University. 
We will accept that he is a writer on historical topics, 
trained in “historical methodology,” though he repeat- 
edly violates every principle of it. As to military and 
strategic appraisal (and that it is an inescapable ele- 
ment), he entered the Army as a private in 1942 and 
was commissioned a 2d Lieut. the following year after 
completing Officer Candidate School. In 1944, he was 
assigned as combat historian with the U.S. Tenth Army. 
The Officer Candidate School was a highly abbreviated, 
wartime training course to develop junior combat offi- 
cers. While giving full and unstinted credit to Apple- 
man’s military service—too many embusques and 
draftdodgers are in opinion-making jobs, alas! —I am 
not prepared to accept a 2nd Lieutenant’s views on the 
strategy of high command in MacArthur’s precarious 
situation in the Sino-Korean War. We will dispose of 
these items presently. The wire services requested my 
definition of the salient elements or critical factors in 
this controversy. 


The critical factor in the Sino-Korean War 
was a bland assumption that four (4) partially 
trained, understrength Divisions in occupation 
in Japan could handle the North Korean in- 
vasion of 1950, with 13 Divisions, in a ratio of 
4:1. 


MacArthur received some reinforcements, notably 
the Marine Division, and completely defeated the North 
Korean Communists. After Inchon, a brilliant maneu- 
ver against the enemy’s flank and rear, the Eighth U.S. 
Army took over 130,000 Red prisoners. 

Four months later, this identical Army with 
8 Divisions and a miscellany of U.N. contribu- 
tions (another Division ) was forced to fall back 
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temporarily under the impact of fresh forces — 
the cream of the Chinese Red Army — initially 
with 33 Divisions (in Nov. 1950) to be increased 
rapidly to 72 Divisions, in the spring of 1951. 


Here we are confronted again with military ratios 
of 4:1 rising to 9:1, blandly expecting the American 
G.I. — no superman he! — to take on these odds. It is 
to his everlasting credit that he did— and with un- 
paralleled tenacity wore his enemy to a frazzle — and 
an armistice in the U.N. 


Whenever the congenital idiocy of our foreign and 
military policy leads to a strategic impasse or the liberal 
(crypto-Communist) Press is looking for scalps, the 
target is either a commander (unpopular in the Penta- 
gon) like MacArthur or his intelligence services. This 
happened in Korea (1951) and is repeated by Apple- 
man (1961). It was to happen in the abortive Franco- 
British-Israeli operations in the Suez Canal affair. It 
happened quite recently in blaming both the Generals 
(the J.C.S.) and the Central Intelligence Agency for 
the abortive Cuban Invasion. 

In every instance the discrepancies in mili- 
tary strength at the point of crisis, the numerical 


ratios — indispensable yardstick for command 
decisions — are blandly ignored. 


KOREA 1951 — ITALY 1944; COMPARISONS 


Eisenhower did not risk any such gamble in Europe. 
He did not attempt to expose his divisions in ratios of 
1:4 or 1:8. That lethal point becomes crystal clear in 
a comparison of the Korean and Italian theaters: There 
are notable similarities in geography, viz: 


Both are peninsulas jutting southward from large 
land masses. Both are, in relatively the same latitudes 
and have similarities in climate. Both are dominated 
by mountain ranges. Passable, all-weather roads in 
both countries are few. Korea is a 525-mile long S- 
shaped peninsula, varying in width from 125 miles to 
200 miles. Italy’s familiar boot-shaped peninsula is 
800 miles long, 150 miles across at its widest point and 
85 miles at its narrowest. Both Korea and Italy are 
predominantly rough, mountainous countries. The 
Tabek Range in Korea is comparable to the Apennines 
in Italy; their heights range from 8500 to 9560 feet. 


From the standpoint of comparative troop strength, 
Allied forces in Italy were in a consistently more favor- 
able situation than the U.N. forces in Korea. Ignoring 
the fact that German infantry was under-strength and 
considering divisional units only, the tabulation below 
is self-explanatory, viz: 


KOREA: RELATIVE DIVISIONAL STRENGTHS 1950-51 


NS 56 fw cc Cine a ob one oe 4-8 (*) 
Bed SET AAMINOAINS ook ois free d's cise Shes 8-13 
EE Fs fe ok pees ia iis ee 33-75 

POE oc alien Waean Wes ue odabe char ae 120 miles 


(*) 6-9 R.O.K. divisions, in flux 
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ITALY: RELATIVE DIVISIONAL STRENGTHS 1944-45 


EEE ee ar tre res eee Te 22 
German-Axis Divisions ..................000% 15(*) 
EEE snssubghy eo) Kekees cena ehuiedet 100 miles 


(*) German infantry under strength: 1 Allied figures. 


TROOP DENSITIES PER FRONT-MILE 
Korean Theater 


lt, ae 15 miles, per divisions ( 8 Divs) 

Sa 36 miles, per divisions (11 Divs) 

ae.) ae 6 miles, per divisions (19 Divs) 
Italian Theater 

Ss eer 5.5 miles, per divisions (11 Divs) 

Age. 1965 2... 00: 5.4 miles, per divisions (22 Divs) 


THE APPLEMAN MENAGE AT WORK: 


I raise the question if a “historian” of predomin- 
antly civil training can be considered qualified to ap- 
praise, approve or condemn command decisions and 
arrive at definitive strategic conclusions in the purely 
military field? We are not dealing here with a “marra- 
tive of events” but with command and staff on the 
highest level, with reputations of commanders and 
technicians who have spent a life-time in their profes- 
sions. I state categorically that an accelerated course in 
a wartime Officer Candidate School is not sufficient 
preparation to become a Clausewitz or von Schlieffen 
or a Camon. The author rather naively gives the show 
away in his “Preface.” His admissions are highly sug- 
gestive (my comments in italics) viz: 


“, . . Official records are indispensable for 
fixing dates and time of major events and troop 
movements. But anyone familiar with the way 
the records of combat units during battle are 
made up will know that they seldom tell the 
essential facts of what happened and how and 
why. They are often the product of indifferent 
clerks transcribing, at places remote from the 
scene of action, a minimum of messages for 
something — anything — that will satisfy the 
official requirement for a report...” 


Comment: This is calculated nonsense. The Staff 
sections are composed of experienced officers, graduates 
of service schools who piece together fragmentary in- 
formation, front-line reports, radio-intercepts, etc., and 
reduce it to daily summaries and maps. Intimately 
associated with the situation, over a long period of 
time, their interpretations on the spot are obviously 
eyewitness observations, infinitely preferable to post- 
mortem reflections after a lapse of years. 


‘“‘When the author arrived in Korea in early 
July 1951(*) he talked with hundreds of sol- 
diers, from privates to three-star Generals, about 
particular actions and decisions, of which each 
had personal knowledge ‘in some degree.’ 
Many were in distant lands. To them went let- 
ters. Over the years, information came back 
from many corners of the globe...” 
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Comment: My own post-graduate studies in history, 
at the feet of Frank Hudder, University of Kansas, 
Lawrence, Kas., impressed on me the fallacy of “post 
mortem” recollections. Memory is notoriously faulty. 
A standard test in applied psychology (group reports 
on events) proves that elapsed time produces variable 
reports if the class is divided in segments and report at 
intervals. It is axiomatic that the witness must have 
authority in his field. 


A soldier in the firing line can only report on the 
segment of terrain under his eyes; he cannot pass on 
Battalion or Regimental problems. Specifically, the 
author, while sharply assailing faulty intelligence, has 
never consulted me (though available in the same city) 
on intelligence facts and procedures. In this instance, 
he has failed to apply orthodox historical procedures. 
On the other hand, as in the Truman-MacArthur meet- 
ing (unrecorded and denied by MacArthur ), the author 
is fond of relying on hearsay evidence and alleged state- 
ments attributed to me by others. 


“The author turned over to Mr. Mossman a 
large number of sketch maps and overlays which 
he had prepared while writing the text. Mr. 
Mossman, a former infantry officer, has a wide 
knowledge of military matters. Mrs. Norma 
Heacock Sherris assisted in finding suitable il- 
lustrations ...” 


“The writer is much indebted to Mrs. Joy 
B. Kaiser. Many a complicated troop movement 
she has “reconstructed” on an overlay from co- 
ordinate readings in S-3 and G-3 journals and 
periodic reports. The author never tried to 
write up the story of an action until after it had 
been plotted on a terrain map. Thus Mrs. Kaiser, 
in a two-year period, saved him much labor . . .” 


Comment: Why not use the official G-3 and G-2 
maps, produced under the supervision of trained pro- 
fessionals? On what grounds were they ignored? Why 
was it necessary for the author to make “sketch maps 
and overlays” of his own? The net result, of course, is 
that the pictorial and map presentations are not those 
of the responsible F.E.C. staff officers in their domain, 
viz, General Chamerlain (G-3) or General Willoughby 
(G-2), but essentially the personal impressions of Major 
Appleman and Messrs. Mossman and Dunay and Mrs. 
Kaiser, unquestionably devoted workers and estimable 
cwil-servants — but not graduates of the Fort Leaven- 
worth C.G.S. School. 


“Mr. Stanley Falk prepared a useful digest 
of the Far East Command Daily Intelligence 
Summary, July through November 1950, rela- 
tive to the Korean War. In an early stage of 
the work, Mrs. Gwendolyn Taylor gave valuable 
help...” 


Comment: This astounding procedure concerns me 
directly and it is at the heart of the calculated “hoax” 
that intelligence was faulty and the Chinese entry in the 
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nature of a complete “surprise.” From Dec. 7, 1941 
onward, the G-2 section prepared a “Daily Intelligence 
Summary,” containing a record of all information 
(Ground, Air, Navy) that came in, digested all action 
reports and plotted it on situation maps and overlays. 
The ebb and flow of military information, action or 
events are best handled on a “daily basis” rather than 
a “periodical review.” They reflect the command more 
accurately; they enable a minute trace of collateral 
factors. Now, Col. Appleman evidently failed to un- 
derstand this (an index of ignorance on the technique 
of intelligence) and entrusted to Mr. Falk (whose mili- 
tary experience is not recorded) the digest, 1.e., the arbi- 
trary selection, of what was or was not important or 
significant in an official report, for which I had as- 
sumed responsibility and which I edited personally and 
minutely, 

This is not, therefore, the “intelligence ap- 
praisal” of MacArthur’s G-2, a General officer 
of long experience in his field, but the arbi- 
trary selection of one Mr. Falk — probably a 
very estimable person but hardly qualified to 
pass on my own work or override my own con- 
clusions. 


“THE BIG QUESTION.” THE BIGGER HOAX 


The wire services and newspapers were evidently 
guided by and reported largely on the contents of 
chapter XXXIX: “The Big Question.” Appleman 
blows hot and cold; my comments in italics. 


(1) “. .. The evaluation by General Mac- 
Arthur and his intelligence officers of Chinese 
intervention and Chinese military capability in 
Korea in October and November ‘seems’ to 
have been the determining factor in shaping 
U.N. military action...” 


Comment: We accept that Washington received the 
Daily Intelligence Summary from Tokyo (the D.LS.) 
and unless they had something better, they had to agree. 


(2) “It must be inferred that either Wash- 
ington was undecided or that its views coincided 
with that of the Cin C...” 


Comment: Better than “interference.” Appleman 
should know that there were also daily telegrams and 
frequent “telecon” conversations. 


(3) “The Korean war had scarcely begun 
when the Far East Command began to consider 
the threat of Chinese intervention.” 

Comment: Does that sound like a “surprise,” as 
charged? 

(4) “Much of the information on Chinese 
troop movements came from Chinese sources 
on Formosa. Chiang Kai Shek received a steady 
stream of intelligence from his agents on the 
Chinese mainland . . .” 


Comment: Quite so. The C.LA. was kicked out of 
China and sought"(and obtained) refuge and fraternal 
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sustenance from G-2 in Tokyo. We had been in touch 
and supported Chiang Kai Shek’s intelligence efforts 
as far back as Manila (1941); we even had one of Taj 
Li's men on our staff; he was a graduate of West Poin 
(sic). 
(5) “On 8 Sept. the Daily Intelligence Sum- 
mary (D.I.S.) included a report that if the out- 
come of the (Korean) war seemed doubtful, 


elements of Lin Piao’s Fourth Field Army prob- 
ably would be committed. 


(See "MacARTHUR” on Page 8) 





JAPAN 


CHIBA mects ASAMMA, proposes pie 
sions on foreign affairs. ASANUMA § 
not abandon "peace drive." eter: SY 
serve totel 321,000 (Page 2) 


New Leftist Korean organization siicceeds banned 
Choren. Korean Liberation Relief Society follows same 
Communist line, Leftist women's organization also 
prominent in Korean affairs. (Page 3) 


Management dismisses 2,137 leftist Densan memberse 
CIC source claims noneRed union members can control 
possible disturbances. Power cable fire reported in 
Fulaui Prefecture. (Page 4) 


Analysis of today's Tokyo dailies. 
Weekly Prefectural Press Analysis. 
CORR. CH 


High level meeting held in Peking. Chinese Come 
munists ordered to essist North Koreae Soviet officer 
to command combined Commmnist forces, Taiwan and Indoe 
China to be invaded. LIN Piao to command Chincse 
forces in Koreas LIU Poecheng to command invasion 
forces for Indo=China, Chincse Commmnists reluctant to 
undertake further adventures. (Pago 5) 


USSR orders Commnists to threaten Hong Kong. CNAC 
aircrews ordered to Ticntsing Hong Kong border remains 
quict. Communist troops continue to movo north from 
Cantone (Page 5) 


British warship fired on while ontording Hong Konge 
Foreign ship strikes minc while lcaving Shanghai. Come 
munist merchant vessels depart Fong Kong. (Page 6) 


Chincsc Commindsts make preparations to aid Indo} 
Chinese rebels, Chincsc Communist guorrilla units join 
Vict Minh foroes. Second Ficld Army troops zumorod 
will tako part in Vict Minh offcnsives (Pago 7) 


New China Cooperative Socicty establishod; ine 
cludes China, USSR, North Koroa. (Pago 7) 


Reconstruction of highway between Szechwan and 
Sikeng Provineos undorway. (Page 7) 
Daily 2uwmery 2909: Aug. 27/1930 


Does this sample fit Applemann’s scurrilous definition of 
official records “they seldom tell the essential facts . . the product 
of indifferent clerks transcribing a minimum of messages fof 
something ie 
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“CHURCH” (Continued from Page 2) 


“Communist conspiracy and left-wing fellow travelers 
‘and dupes. The popular “line” used by subversives and 
their gullible helpers is that the proposed changes in 
our immigration system are only minor “liberalizing” 
amendments to remove alleged “inequities and discrimi- 
nations.” The opponents of our immigration law have 
been so vocal in this fight to tear down America’s first 
line of defense that both major political parties have 
‘established Nationalities Divisions to cater to them. 


A major target of the enemies of the immigration 
law is the National Origins Quota System. Throughout 
‘the history of America, foreign nations have contributed 
_immigrants to the United States in various proportions. 
The national origins quota system was established in 
‘1924, and it was based upon the composition of the 
‘American population of 1920. A commission of ex- 
perts studied the background of many segments of 
the American population and ascertained the percentage 
‘of Americans tracing their national origin to certain 
overseas areas. The annual quota for any of these 
‘groups is one-sixth of one per-cent of the number of 
iphabitants in the continental United States whose 
origin is attributable to that area. Briefly, the purpose 
of this national origins system is to keep the makeup 
of the United States somewhat similar to the makeup 
of the population that made this nation what it is today. 
The Communists and other enemies of this national 
origins system want the flood gates opened so immi- 
‘grants can pour in here from areas where the people 
have entirely different ideas and philosophies from 
those who founded and developed this great nation. 
Obviously, the opponents of the American system want 
a lax immigration law. 


One of the bills proposed to weaken our immigra- 
tion law is the Javits-Keating-Kennedy bill (s. 1919). 
Tn addition to tampering with the important National 
Origins Quota system, in order to appease minority 
blocs that want to become majorities, it provides for 
weakening of the security provisions of the McCarran- 
Walter Law. This bill would deny consular officers 
the power to turn down applicants likely to become 
public responsibilities or to engage in anti-American 
activities. Aliens who receive foreign pardons would 
be admissable, and the right of the Attorney General 
to exclude subversives on the basis of confidential in- 
formation which may not be disclosed, would be re- 
Moved by this bill. It would provide that after ten 
years residence, deportation proceedings could not be 
Started against criminal and subversive aliens. 


Some of the opponents of our immigration law 
‘think that they can solve the world’s population prob- 
Tem by wrecking our first line of defense. These are 
the do-gooders who are so easily used by the Communist 
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conspiracy. The world’s population is now 2.8 billion. 
At the current rate of increase it will be almost 3.4 
billion in ten years. To think that the United States 
can solve this problem by immigration and foreign aid 
is a foolish idealistic dream. It can be solved only by 
increased production around the world, and nations of 
the world can have increased production if they kick 
out socialism and adopt a free enterprise system like 
the one established here by America’s Founding Fathers. 
In America, our people pay for this useless effort to 
relieve the world’s overpopulation pressure in fewer 
job opportunities, increased relief rolls, increased tax- 
payer supported housing, and more school costs. 


METHODISTS AGAINST HOUSE COMMITTEE 


While almost every page in the book “Methodists 
Speak On Christian Social Concerns” cries out against 
some phase of pro-American safeguards and convenient- 
ly parrots the basic Communist Party line, we have space 
here to comment on only one more pronouncement. 
It is found on page 42 and reads: 


“We commend the officials of the Air Force 
for the prompt apology given to the National 
Council of the Churches of Christ in the U.S.A. 
for the incredible blunder of allowing some of 
these slanderous charges to be included in a 
training manual. This incident is but another 
indication of the subtle and alarming growth of 
a procedure by which an American citizen whose 
name has been brought into question by irre- 
sponsible, and, at times, malicious rumor, must 
prove himself innocent of disloyalty and sub- 
version — and that before an agency of the 
government which has no judicial authority and 
whose methods of prosecution are devoid of the 
safeguards which are constitutionally guaranteed 
to the individual citizen.” 


This attack on the House Committee on Un-Ameri- 
can Activities fails to answer the basic questions raised 
by this committee. We remind our readers that James 
Wine, the associate general secretary of the NCC who 
demanded an apology from the Air Force Secretary 
Sharp, did not at any time deny the statements included 
in the Air Force Training Manual. 


The conclusion drawn by HUAC Committee Chair- 
man Francis Walter, at the end of the hearings was, 
“T think you, Mr. Sharp, and Mr. Gates apologized for 
the manuals telling the truth about Communist infiltra- 
tion of the National Council of Churches.” 


Add to this the fact that when officials of the 
National Council of Churches were offered the oppor- 
tunity to refute the evidence of Communist infiltration 
in churches before the Committee, they added further 
conviction to their guilt by ignoring the opportunity. 


Yes, the Communists and their sympathizers have 
been highly successful in diverting the purpose of the 
Christian Church from its all important spiritual min- 
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istry to the out-spoken meddling in political issues 
which, more often than not, tend toward a socialist 
state within our nation and help expand the Communist 
conspiracy both at home and abroad. 


CRUSADE CONVENTION 
DRAWS TOP PERSONALITIES 


An anticipated record attendance for Christian Cru- 
sade’s Third Annual Convention is in evidence by the 
flood of registrations pouring into Crusade headquarters 
in Tulsa, Oklahoma. 


The Convention, meeting August 4, 5 and 6 at 
the Hotel Tulsa, will feature some of the foremost 
conservative authorities on the dangers of Communism 
in America. Included in the galaxy of notables are: 


ROBERT WELCH, founder and director of the 
widely publicized John Birch Society. An accomplished 
speaker, Mr. Welch acquitted himself notably before 
a hyper-critical radio-television “Meet The Press” panel 
on May 21, and proved himself completely well versed 
on the subject of socialism and Communism, to the 
confusion and consternation of his inquisitors at that 
occasion. 


Mr. Welch’s insight into the machinations of the 
Communist conspiracy is fortified by extensive travels 
around the world, including South America, Asia and 
Europe. His two trips to England to study first hand 
the effects of socialism lend valuable background to his 
convictions. The John Birch founder will deliver the 
opening address to the convention on Friday night, 
August 4. 


The well known and highly respected TOM AND- 
ERSON, publisher of Farm and Ranch Magazine, will 
highlight another of the Christian Summit Conference 
sessions. The author of “Straight Talk,” monthly edi- 
torial page of the Farm and Ranch Magazine, Mr. 
Anderson recently has been recognized by the Freedom 
Foundation at Valley Forge for “outstanding achieve- 
ment in bringing about a better understanding of the 
American way of life.” 


Mr. Anderson, a crusading patriot whose main ob- 
jective is to promote vigorously and fearlessly the ideas 
and convictions of conservative Christianity and con- 
stitutional government, is a fluent and thoroughly effec- 
tive speaker who now devotes a large portion of his 
time to conservative endeavors. 


One of the nation’s foremost leaders in business 
and industry, MR. FRED KOCH, will also headline 
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the roster of anti-Communist speakers at the important 
Christian Crusade Convention. In 1929, 1930, and 
1931 the Winkler-Koch Engineering Company of 
Wichita, Kansas built fifteen oil-cracking plants in the 
Soviet Union. It was during his visit to the Soviet 
Union that the Kremlin’s plan to subvert the U.S.A. 
was outlined to Mr. Koch. He affirms that this plan 
has largely been carried out. Mr. Koch returned to the 
Soviet Union in 1956, and was in Iraq in 1958 shortly 
before the revolution. Mr. Koch is an eminent authority 
on Russian Commerce, industry and economics, and at 
the Convention will discuss recent developments in 
Communist growth. 


Other. scheduled personalities include: DEAN 
CLARENCE MANION, former head of the Notre 
Dame College of Law, and Moderator of the Manion 
Forum, which is heard regularly on a network of 141 
radio stations in 40 states; COLONEL LAWRENCE 
BUNKER, Boston lawyer and former aide-de-camp to 
General Douglas MacArthur, and a leader in many civic 
and historical organizations with a 30-year career in 
law, foreign relations and government. 


The public is urged to write immediately for reser- 
vations and advance registration. Write to: 


Convention Department 
CHRISTIAN CRUSADE - TULSA 2, OKLA. 


“MacARTHU R” (Continued from Page 6) 


“The F.E.C. (MacArthur) learned in mid- 
September of an “alleged” conference in Pei- 
ping where it was decided to support North 
Korea ‘short of war.’ ” 


Comment: This brings into sharp relief the func- 
tion of brother Falk, as a “selective digest’ of the DLS. 
He picked the wrong sequence or failed to understand 
the significance of what he omitted. The information 
was available in D.I.S. 2909, Aug. 27, 1950. Note a 
“facsimile reprint of “Intelligence Highlights,” a daily 
feature of the D.LS. which I personally edited every day. 


(6) “...On the last day of September, the 
D.1I.S. reported on an “alleged” high-level con- 
ference in Peiping August 14th, at which it was 
decided to provide 210,000 Chinese troops for 


use in Korea...” 


Comment: Previously reported. A confirmation 
which can hardly be said to sustain Appleman’s thesis 
of MacArthur being “surprised.” Note the frequent use 
of the adjective “alleged” (like a police blotter?) for 
intelligence data. 





EDITOR’S NOTE: This important article will be concluded in next 
week’s WEEKLY CRUSADER. Watch for it! 
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